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A Jattice of double wells for m anipulating pairs of cold atom s
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W e descrbe the design and in plem entation of a 2D optical lattice of double wells suitable for
isolating and m anjpulating an array of individual pairs of atom s in an optical lattice. Atom s in
the square lattice can be placed in a doubl well w ith any of their four nearest neighbors. The
properties of the double well (the barrier height and relative energy o set of the paired sites) can
be dynam ically controlled. T he topology of the lattice is phase stable against phase noise in parted
by vibrational noise on m irrors. W e dem onstrate the dynam ic control of the lattice by show ing the
coherent splitting ofatom s from single wells Into double wells and observing the resulting double-slit
atom di raction pattem. This Jattice can be used to test controlled neutral atom m otion am ong
Jattice sites and should allow for testing controlled tw o—-qubit gates.

Bose Einstein condensates BEC) in optical lattices
have proven to be an exciting and rich environm ent for
studying m any areas of physics, such as condensed m at-
ter physics, atom ic physics, and quantum inform ation
processing (see for instance [1]) . O ptical Jattices are very
versatile because they allow dynam ic controlofm any in —
portant experim ental param eters. D ynam ic control of
the am plitude of the lattice has been widely used (g.
2,13, 14, 18]); recent experin ents have used a state de-
pendent lattice to dynam ically controlthe geom etry and
transport of atom s in the lattice [@]. R ecently there have
been several proposals for using optical lattices to per—
form neutralatom quantum com putation [1,18,19]. W ih
optical Jattices it should be possible to load single atom s
Into individual lattice sites with high delity I10], and
then to isolate and m anipulate pairsofatom scon ned by
the lattice In order to perform 2-qubit gates. Loading of
single atom s into lattice sites or traps was dem onstrated
by B,111,112,113,114], but to date no neutral atom based
trap can isolate and control interactions between indi-
vidual pairs of atom s. W hile previous experim ents have
dem onstrated the clustered entanglem ent ofm any atom s
con ned by an optical lattice 18], the unigue ability to
isolate and control interactions between pairs of atom s
would allow for entanglem ent between just the pair of
atom s.

In this paper we report on a double well optical lat—
tice designed to isolate and controlpairs of atom s. The
lattice is constructed from two 2D latticeswith di erent
spatial perdods, resulting in a 2D lattice whose unit cell
contains two sites. W ithin the pair, the barrier height
and relative depths ofthe tw o sites are controllable. Fur—
them ore, the ordentation ofthe unit cell can be changed,
allow Ing each lattice site to be paired w ith any one if its
four nearest neighbors. T he doublk well Iattice is phase
stable In that its topology is not sensitive to phase noise
from m otion of the m irrors. T his Jattice, iIn com bination
w ith an independent 1D lattice In the third direction to
provide 3D con nem ent, is ideal for testingm any 2 qubit
deas, particularly quantum com putation based on the
concept of \m arker atom s" [9] and controlled collisions
[8]. Am ong other applications, this lJattice could be used

for studying tunnel coupled pairs of 1D system s, inter—
esting extensions to the Bose Hubbard m odel [Lé], and
quantum cellilar autom ata [17].

T hispaper is divided into six sections. In Section Iwe
discuss the ideal structure of the lattice. Section IT de-
scribbes several experim ental issues w hich need to be con—
sidered In order to experim entally realize an idealdouble
well lattice. Section ITT details the experin ental real-
ization of this lattice and a m easurem ent of the in por-
tant param eters. In Section IV we show the m om entum
com ponents present in our lattice by m apping the lattice
B ruillion zone. In section V we dem onstrate the dynam ic
control of the properties and topology of the double well
lattice by show ing the ocoherent splitting ofatom s from a
single wellinto a doublke well. W e sum m arize and present
prospective applications in Section V I.

I. DEALIZED 2D DOUBLE-W ELL LATTICE

An dealdoublewell Iattice would allow for atom s In
neighboring pairs of sites to be brought together into
the sam e site, requiring topological control of the lattice
structure. It has been shown [L8] that a D -din ensional
optical lattice created with no more than D+ 1 inde-
pendent light beam s is topologically stable to arbitrary
changes of the relative phases of the D+ 1 beam s. This
geom etry is usually preferred since phase noise (eg. that
In parted by vibrational noise on m irrors) will m erely
cause a globaltranslation of the interference pattem. To
allow for topological control, a general double-well lat—
tice w i1l necessarily have m ore than D + 1 beam s, but it
would be desirable to preserve the topological insensitiv—
iy due to m irror-induced phase noise. To achieve vi-
brationalphase stability in a D -din ensional lattice m ade
w ith m orethan D + 1 beam s, one can actively stabilize the
relative tin e phase between standing waves [19] R0]. A =
tematively the lattice can be constructed from a folded,
retrore ected standing wave, which forces the relative
tin e phase betw een standing wavesto be a constant 21].
Exam pls for a 2D case are shown in Fig.[l.

In this paper we consider the latter design, shown in


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0602103v1

M2
al b
5 - B dl
A—r T2 ' M1
kS 4

=

LB .
i
dz e
3 Y T .icg_
i3
A
FIG.1l: 2D lattices with four beam s.(@) Lattices form ed by
interfering two independent standing waves m ust be actively
stabilized to be topologically phase stable against phase noise
caused by vibration of m irrors. (o) Lattices form ed from a

folded retrore ected beam have intrinsic topological phase

Fig.db. I this schem e, the sam e lJaser beam intersects

the position ofthe atom cloud four tin es. T he incom ing

beam with wave vector K; along R is re ected by m ir-
rorsM 1 and M 2, and after traveling an e ective distance
d; Where the e ective distance includes possble phase
shifts from the m irrors) retums to the cloud w ith wave

vector K, . The beam is then retrore ected by M 3, re—
tuming a third tin e w ith wave vector kK3 = K, , having

traveled an additionale ective distance 2@ . Fially, it

m akes a Purth passage wih K, = XK;, traveling again

the distance d; . The total electric eld for this 2D 4-
beam lattice is given by Re[E (x;y)e' t], where

E &;y) = 187 "8 + Epetl 7% g,

+E3ei(k3 r+ +2 )é3+ E4ei(2 +2 +Ky f)é4; @)

and r= xR+ vyy, =kd, =kd, k=2 = ( isthe
wavelength ofthe lattice light), and &; is the polarization
vector of the i* beam . Tn the absence of polarization
rotating elem ents and ignoring polarization dependent
phase shifts from m irrors, & = & and & = &, . Since
the beam retraces the sam e path, there are only two in-—
dependent relative phases between the four beam s. As
a resul, the lattice is topologically stable to vibrational
m otion ofM 1,M 2, and M 3; varationsin d; and d, result
In a sin ple translation of the interference pattem 21].
The potential seen by an atom in a eld Reffe! ] is
given by U = 1=4)E E, where isthe atom ic
polarizability tensor 24]. In general, depends on the
Intemal (@angular m om entum ) state of the atom , having
irreducihble scalar, vector, and 2°¢ rank tensor contribbu—
tions wih m agnitudes 5,  and ¢, resgpectively. The
scalar light shift, Ug = £ F=4, is state .ndependent
and directly proportionalto the total intensity. T he vec—
tor light shift, U, = i , & E) F=4, depends on the
progction of total angular m om entum ~F. It can be
viewed as arising from an e ective m agnetic eld whose
m agnitude and direction depend on the local ellipticity

ofthe laserpolarization, B¢ iy @& E'). It vanishes
for Iinearly polarized Iight. T he totalvector shift in the
presence of a staticm agnetic eldB is determ ined from
the energy of an atom in the vectorsum eldB. + B.
T he 2" %-rank tensor contrioution is negligble for ground
state alkali atom s far detuned w ith respect to hyper ne
splittings 221, and we w ill ignore it in this paper.

Consider the ideal situation w ith four beam s of equal
Intensities €; = E) which intersect orthogonally ®;
K, = 0).Asa rstcassconsideré = ¥;& = R,whereall
the light polarizations are In-the-plane. W e will refer to
this con guration as the \inplane" lattice. T he spatial
dependence of the electric eld is given by the realpart
of

Exy (X;y) - E e].kX + e:L(Z xy+t 2 xy kx) y

FE e RVt w) gl t 2 aytky) g
where ., and ,, are the path length di erences for
In-plane light taking into account that the path length

di erence could be polarization dependent. T his gives a
nom alized total intensity of

Ly Xjy)=Ip = 2c0s(Zkx 2 xy 2 4y)

+200s@Rky+ 2 xy)+ 4 Q)

where I; is the Intensity of a singlke beam . Due to the
orthogonal intersection ®; X, = 0, etc.) and the or-
thogonality of the polarizations between K} and k; etc.,
the resulting four beam lJattice is the sum of two inde-
pendent 1D lattices. A s shown in Fig.[Ha, this creates a
2D square lattice w ith antinodes (@nd nodes) spaced by

/2 along R and along ¥. Since the four beam intensities
are equal, the lattice fom s a perfect standing wave, and
the polarization is everyw here linear, although the local
axis of linear polarization changes throughout the lattice.
In this case the vector light shift vanishes, and the Iight
shift is strictly scalarU (x;y) = s o F &;v)F=4.Note
from Eq.[dthat varying xy changes the relative position
of the lattice orm ed by K; and K4, m oving the lattice
along . Thephase ., a ectsboth 1D Iattices, shifting
the combined 2D lattice along &  ¢)= 2.

As a second case consider ¢, = & = 2)where all
the light polarizations are out-oftheplane. W e w ill refer
to this con guration as the \outofplane" lattice. The
electric eld is given by the realpart of

Ez (x;y) - E (ej.kx + ei(2 ,+2 , kx)

+ei( ky+ z) + ei( 2+ 2 z+ky))2:

where , and , are the path length di erences for out-
ofplane light. In this case the intensity is not sinply a
sum of independent functions ofx and y, but rather given
by

4fos kx T

L x;y)=Ly = z)+ cos ky +
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FIG .2: Calculated intensities for in-plane lattice (a) and the
out-ofplane lattice (p). Cross sections taken on the white
dashed line are shown below their respective plot; a cross is
used to denote the origin in each plot. T he in-plane lattice has
the fam iliar cos® pro ke typicalof =2 lattices, while the out-
ofplane lattice has a cos’ pro ke and periodicity of . The

at portion ofthe (b) cross section show s the intersection of
two nodal lines.

2
= 16 cos ]—<(x+y) =
2 2

k z
cos > ® vy) > z : (3)
A s shown in FigDb, the added interference creates com —
ponents at k In addiion to the com ponents at 2k re—
sulting In a lattice spacing along R and y ofp_raﬂler
than =2 (the lattice period along R + ¢ is = 2). In
addition, the nodal structure changes in that there are
nodallines along the diagonals. In particular, every other
antinode of the inplane lattice is at the Intersection of
two nodal lines In the out-ofplane lattice. T he polariza—
tion is everyw here linear along 2, giving rise to a strictly
scalar light shift. A sw ith the n-plane lattice, varying ,
transhtes the out-ofplne lattice along X, and varying

. translates the lattice along @ ¢)= 2.

A double well Jattice is realized by combining the in-
plane and out-ofplane polarizations. Since the polariza-
tionsofthe tw o Jattices are orthogonal, the total intensity
is Lor = Ixy + I, and the scalar part of the light shift
issinply a sum ofthe light shifts from the n-plane and
out-ofplane lattices. E lectro-optic elem ents in the beam
paths d; and d, can produce di erent phase shifts for
di erent input polarization, allow ng for control of the
relative phases =, xy and = , xyr while
m aintaining vibrational phase stability of the com bined
lattice. This combined lattice can have a vector light
shift, sihce relative phase shifts between the two polar-
izations allow for non-zero elljpticity, i E E)® 0. If
both lattices are everywhere in tin ephase ( = 0 or
and = 0 or ), the vector shift vanishes. O therw ise,
there is a non-zero, position dependent B, (X;y) which

FIG .3: Adjistm ent ofthe phases
neighbor pairing w ith all four nearest neighbors. \+ " m arks
the location of a lattice site located at the origin which can
be paired w ith any of its four nearest neighbors (shown w ith

) depending upon the choice of phase: a) = =2; =

and allow for nearest

=2b) = =2 =
= =2; =o0.

=2 ©) = =2; = 04d)

lies In the k% plane.

Control of the phase shifts, and , and the rel-
ative intensity, Iy,=I,, provides the exibility to adjist
the double-well param eters: the ordentation which wells
are paired), the barrier height, and the tilft. For in-
stance, doublewell potentials along the R-direction can
be m ed by setting = 0 and = =2. Fyg.0d
dem onstrates how a site can be paired w ith any one of
is four nearest neighbors. C ontrol of the barrier height
and of the tilt are shown in Fig.[d.

II. REALISTIC 2D DOUBLE W ELL LATTICE

In the previous section w e considered idealized lattices,
m aking assum ptions about the am plitudes, w ave-vectors
and polarizations ofthe beam s in the lattice. Tn this sec—
tion we discuss considerations needed to experin entally
realize the lattices described above.

A . In-plane lattice

For certain applications, such as the realization of the
M ott-insulator state E], weneed a nearly perfect in-plane
lattice, nam ely a square 2D lattice w ith little orno energy
o sets between neighboring sites. There are three pri-
m ary sourcesofin perfectionsthata ecttheperform ance
ofthe in-plane lattice: Im perfect controlofthe nput po-
larization & 2= sih 6 0), In perfect alignm ent caus-
Ing the beam s to be nonorthogonal, §; X, = sin 6 0),
and im perfect intensity balance am ong all four beam s
CElé Ezé E36 E4).

W hen trying to m ake a perfect in-plane lattice, if the



FIG.4: Cross sections of exam ple double well potentials.
Solid line represents the doubl well potential; dotted line
show sthe placem ent and am plitude ofthe out-ofplane lattice.
a) T he barrier height, labeled above by the quantity , ofthe
double wellcan be ad jisted by placing the out-ofplane lattice
\In the barrier" and adjisting the ratio of Iyy=I,. b) The
\tilt" of the double well (the relative o set between ad pcent
sites) can be changed by adjisting and

nput polarization is tilted by an angle w ih respect to
the xy-plane, then there is a 2 com ponent to the light.
The result is a contam ination of the in-plane lattice by
an out-ofplane lattice that m odulates the lattice depth
w ith a perdodicity of (Fig.[Ha). Neighboring sites w ill
experience an energy shift U = 40U, sin® ( ) where U,
isthe depth ofa = 0 inplane lattice. Since U scales
as ? foramall ,the in-plane Jattice is Airky tolerant to
an all rotations of the input polarization. For exam ple, a
m isalignm ent 0of 10 m rad w ill cause a 0.04% m odulation
of the trap depth.

T hem ore stringent dem and form inim izing site-to-site
o sets of the nplane lattice is the orthogonality of the
two standing waves. IfK; K, = sin 6 0, standing
waves K; ;K; and XK, ;K5 have nonorthogonal polarization
and give rise to an interference term in the totalintensiy,
thus causing an energy o set between neighboring sites
givenby U 44Uy framnall FigHa). Thism perfec-
tion has the sam e e ect as In perfect input polarization,
but is harder to m inin ize since it scales linearly with
For exam ple, a m isalignm ent 0of 10 m rad w ill cause a 4%
m odulation ofthe trap depth. W e describe below how to
controlboth im perfections.

T he third source of in perfections for the inplane lat—

FIG .5: Lattice im perfections causing a) m odulation of the
Jattice depth, U, between neighboring sites and b) state de—
pendent m odulation of the barrier height by a polarization
lattice. In b) the solid line is the cross section of the inten-—
sity lattice; the dashed line is the cross section of the state
dependent lattice resulting from unbalanced beam intensities.
Atom s In the ground state of each well are shown schem ati-
cally.

tice is the intensity inbalance between the four beam s.
E xperim entally, Intensity imbalance can arise from re—

ection and transm ission losses along the beam path as
well as from unequal beam waists at the intersection
28]. In general, light inbalance breaks the symm etry
betw een the x and y direction, which rem oves the degen—
eracy between the vibrational excitations along x and
y. Typically, this does not adversely a ect the lattice.
W e also note that since the beam experiences the sam e
losses while traversing d; each tin g, then for equalbeam
waistsE1E 4 = ELE 3, and the losses do not produce well
asym m etries.

A m ore in portant consequence of intensity in balance
isthat thetotal eld isnoteveryw here linearly polarized,
but rather has som e ellipticity,

51@: E)= [E:E, EsEs)shkx+ky )

+ E1E3 EzE4)sinkx ky 2)]z: @)

This causes a state dependent spatially varying vector
light shift w ith period , even In the absence of the out-
ofplane lattice. A s evident from Eq.[d, orperfect inten—
sity balance the ellipticity w ill vanish, resulting in purely
linear polarization. C om paring Eq. A w ith Eq.[ one can
see that the phase of the polarization lattice is spatially
out of phase w ith the intensity lattice (see Fig. [Bo) r=—
sulting in a state degpendent barrierheight betw een lattice
sites, w ith relatively little m odi cation of the potential
near them Inim a.



B. Out-ofplane lattice

In general, the structure of the out-ofplane lattice is
fairly robust against the three Im perfections m entioned
above. A m inor consequence of eld Imbalance is the
possible disappearance of perfect nodal lines. One nds,
for exam ple, that at the position of the nodal line inter—
section, the intensity becom es

Co 2
Iz;mj.n=7(E1 E, Esz+ Ey) ©)
where ( is the electric constant (pem itiviy of free
space), and c is the speed of light in vacuum . T here are
exactnodeswhen E; + E4 = E, + E 3, and this condition
is trivially satis ed when the light elds are balanced.
A s wih the in-plane lattice, degeneracies of vibrational
excitations are lifted when the intensities are in balanced.

C. The double-well lattice

A oom posite in-plane and out-ofplane lattice can be
m ade by adjisting the angle to controlthe adm ixture
of the two com ponents. For the combined lattice, the
consequences and control of im perfections are sin ilar to
the inplane lattice. W ith the added exdbility to control
Intensity and relative phase, we can in factuse and
to compensate or 6 0 (@t least Hr a given m agnetic
sub-level). T he vector light shift for an intensity inbal
anced double-w ell lattice is som ew hat m ore com plicated
(vet easily calculable), having position dependent ellip—
ticity along R, ¥ and 2. M any experin ents are carried
out in the presence of a spatially uniform bias edB,
so that the total eld seen by the atom s is given by the
vector sum Bior = B + Be . For Bj>> B, j thedi
rection of the quantization axis rem ains nearly constant
along B throughout the lattice. The m agnitude of the
state dependent shift in this lin it is proportionalto

r
2

B = B + B

B
B I+ Be ; ; (6)
J

and only the component of B, along B contrbutes

to the potential. The ability to adjist the direction

of B provides signi cant exbility in designing state-
dependent potentials, and allow s for state dependent m o—

tion of atom s between the two sites of the double-well.

III. M PLEM ENTATION

T his double well lattice was in plem ented on an appa—
ratus described elsewhere 4]. ®'Rb Bose E instein con—
densates are produced in an ulra high vacuum glass cell.
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FIG . 6: Schem atic of the experin ental in plem entation of

the 2D double well lattice m ade from a single folded, retrore—
ected beam . M irrors M 1 and M 2, lenses L1 and L2, and
EOM aremounted on a xed plte.

W e use RF evaporation to m ake BEC s w ith 200;000
atoms in theF = 1, my = 1 hyper ne state. The
BEC is con ned in a cylindrically sym m etric m agneto—
static trap wih !>,=2 = 24 Hz and !=2 = 8Hz.
The Thom asFem iradiiof condensatesare 15 m and

40 m respectively, wih mean— eld atom -atom inter—
action energy approxin ately 500 Hz. Atom s In the BEC
are then directly loaded into the \tubes" created by the
2D double well lattice potential. T he lattice beam s are
derived from a continuouswave (CW ) T i:Sapphire lJaser
w ith = 810 nm, detuned far from the D1 (795 nm)
and D2 (780 nm ) transitions in ®’Rb. O n average 2600
In-plane lattice sites or 1300 outofplane lattice sites
(tubes) are lled with approxin ately 80 and 160 atom s
per site respectively. D ue to the tight con nem ent, the
mean— eld energy ismuch larger in the tubes than in the
m agnetic trap, as much as 7 kHz. During our experi-
m ents the m agnetic con ning potential is keft on.

T he experim ental schem atic of the double well lattice
isshown in Fig.[d. A n acousto-opticalm odulator RO M )
provides rapid intensity controlof the lattice light. The
lattice light is coupled into a polarization m aintaining

ber to provide a clean TEMyo spatialm ode. A G lan—
T hom pson polarizer afferthe ber createsa wellde ned
polarization in the xy-plane. T he light is ©lded by plane
m irrorsM 1 and M 2 then retrore ected by concavem irror
M 3. Lenses Ly, L;, and L,, in the input beam and after
M 1,M 2 respectively provide a weak focus (@llfourbeam s
have 1/ beam radiisof 170 m) at the intersection
ofthe burbeam s. A 1 an thik optical at afterly is



FIG .7: Experin ental In ages of atom di raction from a 3 s
pulse of a) the in-plane lattice lattice and b) the out-ofplane
Jattice after 13 m s tin e-of- ight.

used to translate the beam w ith wave vector K, w ithout
changing the anglk ofk; relativeto k; . M irrorM 3 im ages
the intersection point back onto itself.

Three elkctro-optic modulators EOMs): EOM ,
EOM , and EOM , control the topology of the lattice.
EOM is aligned wih its fast axis ordentated 45 rela—
tive to the axis of the G lan-T hom pson polarizer, allow —
Ing or controlofthe angle , which determ ines the ratio
Ly=I, = oot? EOM and EOM are aligned with
their fast axes In the xy-plane allow ing for controlof the
di erentialphases and respectively. For these Ini-
tialexpermentsEOM was not Im plem ented.

L;, L,, M1, M2, and EOM are Iocated on a xed
plte. A prelim inary alignm ent ofthe opticson the xed
plate was perform ed before nstallation on the BEC ap-—
paratus. In particular, M1 and M 2 were rst aligned
using a penta-priam , and then lensesL; and L; were in—
serted and aligned to m inim ize de ections. The entire
plate was m ounted next to the BEC apparatus and the
nput lattice beam , X;, was aligned to pass through the
center of Ly and L, . W ih this technique we m easured
that we were able to Initially align the beam s so that the
Intersection angle deviated from orthogonality by only
J F7mzrad.

Calbration of the in-plane lattice depth is achieved
by pulsing the lattice and observing the resulting m o—
mentum distrbution in tim eof- ight (TOF) [24]. This
atom ic di raction pattem reveals the reciprocal lattice
of the optical lattice. Di raction from the perfect in-—
plane lattice has m om entum com ponents at multiples
of 2~kR and 2~ky,while di raction from the out-of-
plgne lattice has additional com ponents at m ultiples of

2~k ® ¥¢).Thedi raction pattems forboth lattices
after 13msTOF are shown in Fig.[A. For 120mW and
at = 810 nm, we m easure an average lattice depth of
Up = 40Ex Er = ~’k?=2m)=h 35 kHz m isthe
Rubidiim m ass) In each of the Independent 1D lattices
m aking up the in-plane lattice. A sseen in F igDb, we cal-
culate that the out-ofplane lattice is four tin es deeper
than the In-plane lattice for equal intensity.

P ulsing the lattice is a usefiilm ethod for detem ining
the average In-plane lattice depth, but this m ethod dis—

closes little inform ation about variations in depth U
between ad-pcent sites of the in-plane hattice (such as
variations caused by € 0 and/or 6 0). On the
other hand, the ground state wave function of the in-
plane lattice is sensitive to U, and we can use this to
make ; 0. Inform ation about the ground state can
be revealed by adiabatically loading the atom s into the
ground band of the lattice 2], quickly switching o the
lattice, and observing the atom icm om entum distribution
In TOF . In this technique the lattice m ust be tumed on
slow Iy enough to avoid vibrationalexcitation but quickly
enough to m aintain phase coherence am ong sites; for our
param eters the tim escale for loading is 500 s. Note
that band adiabaticiy ism ore com plicated w hen we com —
bine the inplane and outofplane lattices to create a
double well Jattice since the tunnel couplings and tilt be—
tween double well sites can create situations w here band
spacings are very an all.) For a an allbut nonzero U,
this tim escale is not adiabatic wih respect to tunnel-
Ing between neighboring sites. In this way atom s are
Joaded into every site, even though the true single parti-
cle ground state 1Is every other site. T herefore, atom s
are not In an eigenstate of the potential, and the atom ic
wavefiinction evolves In tine. In such a lattice poten—
tial, pictured in Fig.[Ba, atom s .n ad-poent sites acquire
a di erential phase, Ut=~. The ground band di rac-
tion pattem changes in tin e as the atom s are held in the
lattice and the di erentialphase isallowed to \w ind up".

T o quantify the \ground band di raction" pattems,we
de nea variable G given by

N N
= N 2k ™
Nix + Nk

where N 5y isthe num ber ofatom sw ith m om entum com —
ponents 2~k and 2~ky, and N Js the number of
atom s with m om entum com ponents 2~k R ¢) (see
Fig. Ba). G is nom alized so that the value G = 1
corresponds to a di raction pattem containing only m o—
m entum com ponents associated w ith the In-plane lattice.
W e use the ground band di raction to set the input
polarization to = 0 by ocbserving the dependence ofthe
di raction pattem on the di erentialphase shift ata
xed tine. For = 0 the light has no out-ofplane com -
ponent so that changing wih EOM doesnot change
the topology but m erely translates the lattice. The cal-

bration of EOM  is done by nding the condition in
EOM which elin inatesthee ect ofEOM , this corre—
sponds to 0. In practice for a setting of EOM ,

several ground band di raction im ages are analyzed at
di erentvaliesof .EOM isthen adjisted untilscans
of produce no noticeable di erence in the di raction
pattem.

Sam ple data for the calbration of is shown in Fig.
Bo. This method for determ ining = 0 is convenient
because it is lndependent of other lattice in perfections,
in particular this m ethod does not rely on = 0. For
exam ple the optinal for the data shown in Fig. [Bo
occurs or G 06 1. G 0 has no experim ental
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FIG .8: a) Schem atic ofthem om entum com ponents that con—
trbuteto G = N 1% Nox)=® 1x + Nox). N,y isthe sum of
atom s in the m om entum com ponents designated with lled
circles, and N i, is the sum of atom s iIn m om entum com o—
nents designated w ith open circles. b) C albration ofEOM

52 m rad (open circles), 34 m rad (triangls), and
0mrad ( lled circles).

signi cance; it depends only on the tin e that the atom s
were held in the lattice. A perfect in-plane lattice would
haveG = 1 forallvaluesof at allvalues oftin el29].
ThefactthatG 6 1fr = indicatesthe presenceof
m om entum com ponents at 2~k R ¢)dueto € 0.
W ih thismethod we can sest = 0 to zero within 17
m rad, placing an upper Im tt on U=U, ’ 0:1% .

A fter setting = 0 we detem ine by looking at the
tin e dependence of the ground band di raction pattem.
W e adiabatically Joad the lattice in them ethod describbed
above, then w e observe the tim e oscillations in the ground
band di raction pattem varying between a di raction
pattemwith G = 1to G = +1. From the tin e evolu—
tion ofG (seeFig.[d), we extract them isalignm ent ofthe
Intersection angle, = U=4Uy. The data (open circles)
in Fig.[@were tto an exponentially decaying sinusoid
(solid line).

Tt is interesting to note the substantial decay in the
am plitude of the oscillations in G shown in Fig.[@, and
the reduced rate of decay in Fig. [B. W e do not fully
understand this dam ping, or the reason why the dam p—
ng is much lss for the in proved Inhom ogeneities
In the lattice depth due to the G aussian nature of the
lattice beam s are not large enough to acocount for the
decay. However, factors such asmean eld e ects, tun—
neling, and m isalignm entsbetw een the lattice beam sand
the m agnetostatic trap could contribute to the dam ping.
Regardless of the cause of the decay, we can use this
m ethod and the data shown in Fig. [@ to calculate and
In prove

From the t to the tin e evolution ofG we extract an
oscillation frequency, which can be used to calculate
W e calculate j jafter the initial penta-prian alignm ent
tobe 7mrad 02mrad Fig. Ba); the energy di er
ence betw een neighboring sites ofa 40 E, lattice was 3.9
kHz 100 Hz. W e reduced by adjusting M 2 and the
optical at in order to change the angle ofk; while keep—
Ing the beam aligned on the BEC, then rem easured the

0.4 05 o4
Held Titoe (i)

FIG.9: Tine dependence of the value G characterizing the
di raction pattems for atom s loaded into latticesw ith a sm all
o set energy U caused by € 0. Open circles are data
points; solid lines are a t to the data using a exponentially
decaying sinusoid. The frequency of the oscillations given
from the t is lnset in each im age. From this frequency we
determ ne :a) = 3900 Hz correspondsto ' 7mrad, and
b) = 775 Hz correspondsto ' 14 mrad. The data in a)
was taken after the initial penta-prisn alignm ent; the data
in b) was taken after several iterations of m easuring the fre—
quency and then realigning the beam s to further in prove the
angle. Schem atics of the di raction pattems corresponding
to di erent values of G at di erent tin es are shown in the
insets. The initial phase of G In a) and b) is aritrary; it
depends only on how much phase has been wound up during
the loading tim e.

oscillation frequency of G . A fter several iterations of re—
alignm ent and m easurem ent, we In proved the alignm ent
to jj=ld4d mrad 02 m rad, which corresponds to an
energy o setof 775 Hz 70 Hz fora 40 E, lattice Fig.
[@o). Fora 10 E, lattice the energy 0 set would be . 200
Hz. It is clear given the signalto-noise ratio in Fig. Bb
that, if required, the angle could be further in proved.

W e estin ate the am ount of polarization lattice from
them easured Intensity im balance ofthe fourbeam s. The
lIosses are due to inperfect antire ective coatings on
optical elem ents and the uncoated glass cell. The rel-
ative depth of the polarization lattice is a function of

vE EFx FF
ratio ( v= s) becom es an all for the 5s,_, ground state
of 8’Rb 24, 121], thus decreasing the polarization lattice
depth. From Eqg.[d, the size of the vector potential U,
depends on the size and ordentation ofthebias eld. For
our m easured intensities, I, = 0:85I;;1z; = 0:81I; ,and
I, = 0:70I; wih = 810 nm, we estin ate for the purely

For faro -resonant traps the
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FIG . 10: Experim ental in ages after 13 ms TOF of atom s

lling the rst Brillbouin zone for a) the in-plane lattice and
b) the out-ofplane lattice. T he shapes of the BZs re ect the
m om entum com ponents in each lattice.

In-plane lattice that the maxinum ratio U,=Ug in the
barreris 8% . In a combined in-plane and out-ofplane
lattice, the vector shift can lead to a state dependent tilt.
For present experin ents the vector shifts are not in por-
tant, but in future experin ents this could be usefiil to
produce state dependent tunnel couplings and state de—
pendent m otion.

IV. VISUALIZING THE BRILLOUIN ZONE

A fter m inin izing the in perfections in the lattices, we
can look at the Brillouin zones BZ) for each ofthe two
lattices. W e load atom s Into the lattice In 100 m's, a
tin escale that is slow with respect to both vibrational
excitations and atom -atom interaction energies so that
atom s hom ogeneously 1l the lowest band. The Jattice
is then tumed o 1n 500 s, mapping the atom s’ quasi-
mom entum onto free particle m om entum states [Z, 119,
23,125,126]. Atom s that occupied the low est energy band
of a lattice will have m om entum contained in the rst
BZ of that lattice. The m apped zones for both the in-
plane and out-ofplane lattice are shown in Fig. [[0. As

expected the bandsaredi erent forthe di erent lattices.

T his is clear evidence that we have two distinct lattices
w ith distinct m om entum com ponents.

V. DYNAMIC CONTROLOF THE DOUBLE
W ELL LATTICE

A s an exam plk of the dynam ic control of the double
well lattice, we dem onstrate coherent splitting of atom s
from single wells Into double wells. Initially, we load into
the ground band of the out-ofplane lattice. The time
scale for loading (100 m s) is su ciently slow to ensure
dephasing of atom s In neighboring sites. If at this point
In tinewe suddenly tum o the lattice and allow 13 m s
TOF ,wedbservea single, broad m om entum distribution,
shown in Fig. [Dk. Since atom s on separate sites have
random relative phases, this distrdboution is an incoherent
sum of \sihgle-slit" di raction pattems from each ofthe
Jocalized ground state wavefunctions in the out-ofplane

FIG. 1l: a) Singleslit di raction pattem resulting from a
loss of phase coherence am ong out-ofplane lattice sites. b)
D ouble-slit interference pattem caused by coherence betw een
atom s w ithin a particular double well but not am ong the en—
sam ble of double wells.

lattice. The width of the singleslit pattem is nversly
proportional to the G aussian w idth of the ground state
wave function in each lattice site [@].

To dem onstrate the coherent splitting of atom s, we
start with the ground-loaded out-ofplane lattice, then
dynam ically raise the barrier to transfer the atom s Into
the sym m etric doubl well lattice. T he barrier is raised
in 200 sby increasing the ratio of I,y=I, with EOM ,
while EOM is set to = =2/30]. This tin escake is
chosen to be slow enough to avoid vibrationalexcitations
but fast enough to m aintain phase coherence w ithin a
double well. Since there is no phase coherence from one
doublewellto another, the resultingm om entum distridou—
tion is an incoherent sum of essentially identical double—
slit di raction pattems (shown in Fig[ITb) from each of
the wavefiinctions localized in individualdouble wells.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

T he ability to isolate individual atom s In controllable
double well potentials is essential for testing a variety
of neutral atom based quantum gate proposals. Two—
qubit gate ideas typically involve state dependent m otion
[1, 18] or controlled state dependent interaction [@], but
nearly all require the ability to m ove atom s into very
nearproxin iy (eg. into the sam e site) and subsequently
to separate them . The exbility and dynam ic control
of the doubl well lattice can be used to dem onstrate
and test m otion of atom s between wells. Furthem ore,
state dependence of the barrier height can be used for
state dependent m otion between wells, allow ing for the
possbility of 2-atom gates.

In conclision we have dem onstrated a dynam ically
controllable double-well lattice. The geom etry of this



lattice is topologically phase stable against vibrational
noise, yet allow s topological control of the lattice struc—
ture. The design of the doubl well lattice allow s for
exble realtin e control of its properties: the tilt and
the tunnel barrier between sites w ithin the doubl well.
In addition, the orientation ofthe double well can be ad—
Justed so that a site can be paired w ith any one of its four
nearest neighbors. W e have described technical issues
and in perfections of the double well lattice, and we have
presented technigques to m inin ize the In perfections. W e
have dem onstrated dynam ic control of the double well
lattice by show ing the coherent transfer of atom s from
sihgle wells to doublk wells. In the future, the double
well lattice presented here could be used for applications
in quantum com putation and quantum inform ation pro-

cessing, as well as studying interesting extensions of the
BoseH ubbard m odel, such as the em ergence of super—
solids and density waves [L€].
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